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O P I N I O N

The defendant entered pleas of guilty to possession of cocaine and was

sentenced to serve 45 days and pay a fine of $500.00; possession of marijuana and

was sentenced to serve 45 days and pay a fine of $500.00; violation of the habitual

motor vehicle offender act and was sentenced to serve one year and pay a fine of

$500.00.  The two drug sentences were ordered to be served concurrently and the

habitual motor vehicle offender conviction was ordered to be served consecutive

thereto.

The defendant asks that he be placed on intensive probation which the trial

court denied.

The action of the trial judge is so overwhelmingly supported by the record in

this case that writing an opinion is almost frivolous.

The pre-sentence report of the defendant shows seven pages filled with

convictions for drug offenses, various offenses for driving on a revoked license, and

at least one probation revocation.  The record further shows a previous conviction

for being a habitual motor vehicle offender.

While on bond for the drug offense subject to this case, the defendant was

convicted for speeding, reckless driving, driving on a suspended license while being

a habitual motor vehicle offender, and leaving the scene of an accident.

There is no need to cite any case or statutory law on the defendant’s behalf

because none will rescue him from his self-imposed dilemma.  There is no need to

cite any case or statutory law to support the correctness of the trial judge’s ruling

because the convictions of the defendant speak so loudly on the appropriateness of

the sentences that no citation to authority would enhance the correctness of the trial

judge’s ruling.

The judgment is affirmed.  
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John K. Byers, Senior Judge

CONCUR:

                                                               
David H. Welles, Judge

                                                                 
Jerry L. Smith, Judge                         


